Serial No. 09/996,718 Docket No. P-0303 

Amendment dated April 29. 2010 

Reply to Office Action dated March 2. 2010 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

Claims 34-42 are pending in this application. By this Amendment, claims 34-42 are 
added, and claims 1, 25, 28 and 30-33 are canceled without prejudice or disclaimer. Support for 
the claims can be found throughout the specification, including the original claims and the 
drawings. Withdrawal of the rejections in view of the above amendments and the following 
remarks is respectfully requested. 

I. Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

The Office Action rejects claims 1 and 28 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over U.S. Patent No. 
5,721,780 to Ensor et al. (hereinafter "Ensor") in view of U.S. PatentNo. 5,862,339 to Bonnaure 
et al. (hereinafter "Bonnaure"). The Office Action also rejects claims 25 and 30-33 under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) over Ensor and Bonnaure in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,785,716 to Nobakht et al. 
(hereinafter "Nobakht"). Claims 1, 25, 28 and 30-33 have been cancelled, and thus these 
rejections are moot. 

II. New Claims 34-42 

New claims 34-42 are added to the application. It is respectfully submitted that new 
claims 34-42 meet the requirements of 35 U.S.C.§ 112, and define over the applied prior art. 

More specifically, new independent claim 34 is directed to a method of an Internet TV. 
The method includes transmitting a first authentication request message to an information 
provider server communicatively coupled to the Internet TV during a session of the Internet 
TV, wherein the first authentication request message is configured to request information from 
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the information provider server, and determining a state of the Internet TV upon receiving a 
first message requesting a delivery of an authentication number assigned to the Internet TV from 
the information provider server, wherein states of the Internet TV include a normal operation 
state an a default state, and wherein the Internet TV is m the default state when a problem with 
an operating system of the Internet TV results in a deletion of any authentication numbers 
stored in a memory device of the Internet TV. 

The method also includes displaying a user interface input screen received from the 
information provider server when the Internet TV is in the default state, wherein the user 
interface input screen is configured to receive user information associated with a subscription of 
the information from the information provider server, transmitting the user information to the 
information provider server, requesting the information provider server to search for the 
authentication number in a database of the information provider server based on the transmitted 
user information, and storing the authentication number in the memory device of the Internet 
TV upon receiving the authentication number from the information provider server. 

Ensor, Bonnaure and Nobakht, either alone or in combination, neither disclose nor 
suggest all of the features recited in new independent claim 34, or the claimed combination of 
features. 

As acknowledged in the Office Action, at page 6/lines 2-3, Ensor does not disclose an 
Internet TV. Ensor also does not disclose determining whether the TV is in a default state, and 
if so, requesting a server to search for the authentication number. Thus, as acknowledged in the 
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Office Action, Ensor neither discloses nor suggests determining a state of the Internet TV upon 
receiving a first message requesting a delivery of an authentication number assigned to the 
Internet TV from the information provider server, wherein states of the Internet TV include a 
normal operation state an a default state, and wherein the Internet TV is in the default state 
when a problem with an operating system of the Internet TV results in a deletion of any 
authentication numbers stored in a memory device of the Internet TV, as recited in new 
independent claim 34. 

The Office Action also asserts, at page 4/lines 14-19, that Bonnaure, at column 12/lines 
5-16, discloses the default state functionality not taught or suggested by Ensor, referring to initial 
activation of the client box, and that it would have been obvious to modify the system taught by 
Ensor to include this functionality as allegedly taught by Bonnaure. Independent claim 1 recites 
that the default state is caused by a problem with an operating system of the Internet TV that 
results in a deletion of any authentication numbers stored in a memory device of the Internet 
TV. 

In contrast, Bonnaure merely discloses an initial activation of a client box (column 
12/lines 5-16 of Bonnaure) and an initial connection to a central server (column 18/lines 38-58 
and column 19/lines 17-37 of Bonnaure). Neither Ensor nor Bonnaure discloses nor suggests 
any state occurring in either the computer system disclosed by Ensor or the internet TV 
disclosed by Bonnaure in which a problem with a respective operating system leads to deletion 
of authentication number(s) stored in a respective memory device. Thus, Ensor and Bonnaure, 
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either alone or in combination, neither disclose nor suggest determining a state of the Internet 
TV upon receiving a first message requesting a delivery of an authentication number assigned to 
the Internet TV from the information provider server, wherein states of the Internet TV include 
a normal operation state an a default state, and wherein the Internet TV is in the default state 
when a problem with an operating system of the Internet TV results in a deletion of any 
authentication numbers stored in a memory device of the Internet TV, as recited in new 
independent claim 34. 

New independent claim 34 also recites displaying a user interface input screen received 
from the information provider server when the Internet TV is in the default state. As set forth 
above, Ensor and Bonnaure, either alone or in combination, neither disclose nor suggest the 
claimed default state, and thus necessarily neither disclose nor suggest displaying a user interface 
input screen when the Internet TV is in such a default state, as recited in new independent claim 
34. Thus, the method recited in independent claim 34 allows for continued communication 
between the information provider server and the Internet TV in spite of authentication errors, so 
that the Internet TV can eventually receive the authentication number from the information 
provider server through the network. 

In contrast, Ensor discloses, at column 5/line 60 - column 6 /line 1, that a subscriber is 
instructed to make a voice call to a service bureau to solve a problem related to authentication 
errors, since the modem connection between the server and the subscriber station is terminated 
when authentication errors occur in Ensor's system. Thus, Ensor not only fails to disclose or 
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suggest displaying a user interface input screen as recited in new independent claim 34; Ensor 
actually teaches away from such a display of a user interface screen in response to an 
authentication problem. Bonnaure, at column 1 1 /lines 55-60, merely discloses authentication of 
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alone or in combination, neither disclose nor suggest displaying a user interface input screen 
received from the information provider server when the Internet TV is in the default state, as 
recited in new independent claim 34. 

Nobakht is merely cited as allegedly teaching the use of a manufacturing date, product 
identification information, and product manufacturing information as a means of authentication, 
and for at least this reason fails to overcome the above stated deficiencies of Ensor and 
Bonnaure, either alone or in combination. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that new independent claims 34 is allowable over 
Ensor, Bonnaure and Nobakht, either alone or in combination. New independent claims 37-39 
and 42 recite similar features in varying scope, and thus are allowable over Ensor, Bonnaure and 
Nobakht, either alone or in combination, for reasons similar to those set forth above with 
respect to new independent claim 34. New dependent claims 35, 36, 40 and 41 are allowable 
over Ensor, Bonnaure and Nobakht at least for the reasons set forth above with respect to 
independent claims 34 and 39, from which they respectively depend, as well as for their added 
features. 
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III. Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the 
application is in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes that any additional changes 
would place the application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact 
the undersigned, Joanna K. Mason , at the telephone number listed below. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 

hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this, 

concurrent and future replies, including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 16-0607 and 

please credit any excess fees to such deposit account. 

Respectfully submitted, 
_KED & ASSOCIATES, LLP 

( ^^Dahiel YJ. Kirn"" 

I Registration No. 36,18( 
^-joanna K. Mason 
Registration No. 56,408 

P.O.Box 221200 
Chantilly, Virginia 20153-1200 
703 766-3777 
Date: April 29, 2010 

Q:\Documents\2000-236\231744 

Please direct all correspondence to Customer Number 34610 
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